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were at Kananj, The MaukhSris, always at war with the Guptas,
were becoming a rising power, The son of the Maharaja Harivar-
man, Idityavarman, married the Gupta princess Haisagupta, and
their son was the Maharaja Isvaravarman. His son was the glorious
Malianljadhiraja Isanavarman, begotten on the JB/ioW^rifca-Devi Upa-
gupta1. The Aphsad stone inscription of Adityasena tells us that
Kumara Gupta III, the great grandson of Krsna Gupta, the ruler of
Magadha, routed this Tsanavarman and was afterwards cremated at
Prayaga.3 His son Damodara Gupta probably survived in the fight
against the Maukharis and the Hunas. The Maukhari king against
whom Damodara (Jupta fought on the banks of the Lauhitya8 appears
to have been Suryavarman his contemporary rather than Sarvavarman,4
It is futile to state that the Haraha inscription does not refer
to the martial qualities of Suryavarman,1"' The Apshad inscrip-
tion of Adityavarman tells us that Kumara Gupta III, the
son of Jivita Gupta I, fought with the Maukhari emperor Isana-
varman and that Kumara Gupta's son Damodara Gupta fought
with an un-named Maukhari who is simply called uthe Maukhari."6
The Haraha inscription specifically states that Isanavarman's son was
the accomplished Suryavarman.7 Dr RaycJhaudhuri thinks that this
" Maukhari opponent of Damddara Gupta "was either Suryavarman
or Sarvavarman (both being sons of Isanavarrnan) if not Isanavarrnan
himself.'18 If the opponent had been Isanavarnaan himself, then
there is no reason why his famous name should have been omitted
in both of the two epigraphs mentioned above or especially in
his own Haiaha inscription. Again, if it had been Sarvavarman
then too his father's inscription would not lave failed to mention
that fact instead of expatiating at such length on the accomplish-
ments of Siiryavarman alone. Therefore the possibility of the first
two having been opponents is consequently ruled out, But why
does the Apshad inscription then call the opponent simply uthe
Maukhari " and why does not the Haraha inscription mention that
he fought with any particular enemy like the Guptas ? The reasons
are possibly first, because Suryavarman when he fought with
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